REMARKS: 


Applicants filed an amendment on October 30, 2006 to respond to the Office 
Action mailed July 28, 2006, which cited references to reject all of original claims 1-16. 
In the amendment, Applicants submitted a substitute specification. In the amendment, 
Applicants also cancelled original claims 1-16 and added new claims 17-28. Applicants 
also provided remarks as to how new claims 1 7-28 are distinguishable from the cited 
references. 

Applicants received a notice of non-responsive amendment mailed January 1 8, 
2007. The Examiner indicates in the notice that the inventions recited in new claims 
17-28 are patentably distinct from those recited in original claims 1-16. The Examiner 
further indicates that since Applicants have prosecuted claims 1-16, the inventions 
recited in claims 1-16 have been constructively elected, and new claims 17-28 are thus 
considered withdrawn from prosecution on the merits. The Examiner then requests 
Applicants to submit a correction to the October 30, 2006 amendment. 

In the above amendment, new claims 1 7-28 have been withdrawn from 
consideration. New claims 29-39 have been added, which are original claims 1-11. 
Since new claims 29-39 are in fact ordinal claims 1-11, claims 29-39 should have the 
same flaws as indicated by the Examiner in the July 28, 2006 Office Action. Applicants 
respectfully request that the Examiner issue a final Office Action to claims 29-39. 
Applicants will file a RCE to prosecute pending claims 17-28. 
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